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Below Is a communication from tne EXAMINE* In cnarg. of tnla application 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

ADVISORY ACTION 


_ from the date of the final rejection 


QfTHE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE: 

a)^J is extended to run _!tmO. orUJiillliuub lu urn 

i—i Appellant's Brief is due in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .192(a). 

Z* • * i ■«-■ r«i fl rti Q n filed V2> ^ has been considered with the following effect, but it is not deemed 

|ri Applicant's response to the final rejection, tiled ! 

Tf* to place the application in condition tor allowance: 

1. □ The proposed amendments «o ,he Cairn and /or specification will no, be entered and .ho final rejection stands because: 

a. ^There is no convincing showing under 37 CFR 1.1 16(b) why the proposed amendment is necessary and was no. earlier 

' presented. 

b. r^They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search. (See Note), 
c □ They raise the issue of new matter. (See Note). 

d. 8 They are no. deemed «o place ft. application in bener form .or appeai by materially -educing or simplifying ft. issue, for 


e. □ They present additional claims without cancelling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

note: fl „.-wi-33 , " fr " 1 * »a.rhcU<- wunntna <?.hi rnW 


«„*>h H«im« would be allowed if submitted in a separately filed amendment cancelling 

2. n Newly proposed or amended daims — . " l "* u ™ 

the non-allowable claims. 

3. £ upon .he filing an appeal, .h^^ 

be as follows: 


Claims allowed: 

Claims objected to: 

Claims rejected: . 


However; 

□ Applicant's response has overcome the following rejection(s): 


4. □ The affidavit, exhibit or request for reconsideration has been considered but does not overcome the rejection because . 


considered because applicant has not shown good and sutficent reasons why it was not earlier 


5. □ The affidavit or exhibit will not be 
presented. 


□ The proposed drawing correction □ has □ has no. been approved by the examiner. RANDALL L.GREEN 

□ CBher SPE 

ART UNIT 338 


PTOl-303 (REV. 5-89) 


